It is known that in order to prove the polyhedral Schoenflies conjecture in all dimensions, it is enough to show that» if ( If Conjecture A were true we could suspend a (4, 3) ball pair three times to obtain a (7, 6) ball pair, use Husch's result, and then apply Conjecture A three times in order to desuspend the collapse.
It is known that in order to prove the polyhedral Schoenflies conjecture in all dimensions, it is enough to show that» if (B A , B z ) is a (4, 3) ball pair, then B A collapses (polyhedrally) to B z . Recently, using the solution to the polyhedral Poincaré conjecture in high dimensions, Husch has shown [3] that if (B 7 , B & ) is a (7, 6) ball pair, then B 7 collapses to B 6 . It is tempting to try to prove that B* collapses to B z by invoking the following conjecture.
(S(X) denotes the suspension of X and "\" denotes a polyhedral collapse.)
If Conjecture A were true we could suspend a (4, 3) ball pair three times to obtain a (7, 6) ball pair, use Husch's result, and then apply Conjecture A three times in order to desuspend the collapse.
In this note we present a counterexample to Conjecture A, and discuss other conjectures related to the problem of desuspending collapses. 
Now let B z be a 3-ball in dM\ Since M*XI is a 5-ball, with B*XI as a face, there is an elementary collapse
Thus there is a collapse 
-ball. Now S(X)\S(x)
by a similar argument to that used above. Suppose X is collapsible. Then X\x (as a collapsible polyhedron collapses to any given point). Then X is P.L. homeomorphic to a regular neighbourhood of x in X (regular neighbourhoods in polyhedra are defined and extensively discussed in [2] ). x * (dM* -intB 3 ) is such a regular neighbourhood, so by the regular neighbourhood uniqueness theorem [2] there is a P.L. homeomorphism
Hence restricting h to the points of X which do not have neighbourhoods which are open 4-cells, h maps the 3-sphere
A . This is impossible as wi(dM*)?£Q, and hence X, is not collapsible.
We now turn our attention to a problem involving simplicial collapsing. Bing [l ] has given an example of a triangulation of a 3-cell which is not collapsible. One would hope to be able to suspend this triangulation to obtain noncollapsible triangulations of the n-cell. This leads to Conjecture B.
*CONJECTURE B. If K is a complex, L is a subcomplex óf K, and
("V denotes simplicial collapsing.) We do not know the answer to Conjecture B, but it seems likely that it is false (although it is not difficult to prove it true if K is only two-dimensional). The following question is related to Conjecture B. 
